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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable consideration of this application as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion is respectfully requested. 

Claims 43-82 are pending in the application, with Claims 47, 51, 55, 57, 66, 76, 77, 
79, 81 and 82 amended by the present amendment. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 51-58, 79, and 81 were objected to for 
informalities; Claims 76 and 77 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Jakobson (U.S. Patent No. 3,992,093); Claims 81 and 82 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Strauch et al. (TJ.S. Patent No. 5,278,587; hereinafter 
"Strauch"); Claims 43-50, 59-75, 78 and 80 were allowed; and Claims 51-58, and 79 were 
indicated as containing allowable subject matter. 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication of the allowable subject matter. 

Applicants acknowledge the telephone interview between the Examiner and 
Applicants' representative on May 12, 2005. During the interview, the present amendment 
was discussed resulting in the Examiner indicating that Claims 76, 77, 81 and 82 are 
allowable for at least the reasons indicated for Claims 70 and 78, respectively. 

Claims 41, 47, 51, 55, 57, 66, 79 and 81 are amended to overcome the outstanding 
objections. Claims 76, 77, 81 and 82 are amended to more clearly describe Applicants' 
invention. Support for this amendment is found in Applicants' originally filed specification. 
No new matter is added. 

Applicants traverse the rejection of Claims 76 and 81 and note that 35 U.S.C. §1 12, 
6 th paragraph, states "[a]n element in a claim for a combination may be expressed as a means 
or step for performing a specified function without the recital of structure, material, or acts in 
support thereof, and such claim shall be construed to cover the corresponding structure, 
material, or acts described in the specification and equivalents thereof." Thus, Applicants 
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submit Claims 76 and 81, when interpreted in light of the structure disclosed in the 
specification, are allowable for at least the same reasons as Claims 70 and 78, respectively. 
Applicants further submit that amended Claims 77 and 82 are allowable for at least the same 
reasons as Claims 70 and 78, respectively. 

Accordingly, in view of the present amendment and in light of the previous 
discussion, Applicants respectfully submit that the present application is in condition for 
allowance and respectfully request an early and favorable action to that effect. 
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